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OPINION 1146
XYLEBORUSEICHHOFF, 1864 (COLEOPTERA: SCOLYTIDAE)

CONSERVEDUNDERTHEPLENARYPOWERS

RULING - (1) Under the plenary powers, the generic name
Phloeotrogus Motschulsky, 1863, is hereby suppressed for the
purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of
Homonymy.

(2) The generic name Phloeotrogus Motschulsky, 1863, as
suppressed under the plenary powers in (1) above, is hereby placed
on the Official Index of Rejected and InvaHd Generic Names in

Zoology with the NameNumber 2113.

HISTORYOFTHECASEZ.N.(S.) 2069

An appHcation for the use of the plenary powers to conserve
the generic name Xylebonis Eichhoff, 1864, was first received from
Dr Stephen L. Wood (Brigham Young University, Provo, Utah,
USA) on 29 April 1974. It was sent to the printer on 27 August
1974 and published on 31 December 1974 in Bull, zool Nom. vol.

31: 230-231. Public notice of the possible use of the plenary
powers in the case was given in the same part of the Bulletin as well
as to the statutory serials and to seven entomological serials. The
application was supported by Dr D.E. Bright (Biosystematics
Research Institute, Ottawa, Canada). No adverse comment was
received.

DECISION OFTHECOMMISSION

On 27 September 1 978 the members of the Commission were
invited to vote under the Three-Month Rule on Voting Paper
(1978)28 for or against the proposals set out in Bull. zool. Nom.
vol. 31: 230. At the close of the voting period on 27 December
1978 the state of the voting was as follows:

Affirmative Votes - nineteen (19) received in the
following order: Melville, Holthuis, Brinck, Eisenmann, Alvarado,
Vokes, Willink, Habe, Tortonese, Binder, Corliss, Welch, Heppell,
Ride, Bayer, Cogger, Kraus, Bemardi, Sabrosky

Negative Vote - Mroczkowski.
Dupuis and Nye abstained. No vote was returned by

Starobogatov.

The following comments were returned by members of the
Commission with their voting papers:
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Holthuis: "I would have preferred, instead of suppressing
Phloeotrogus, to have it placed on the Official List with the annota-
tion that authors who think the type species of Phloeotrogus and
Xyleborus congeneric have to give precedence to the later name."

Mroczkowski: "As the generic names Phloeotrogus and
Xyleborus are only subjective synonyms, the Commission should,

in my view, apply the 'relative precedence' procedure."
Heppell: "If names on the Official Lists were accorded

automatic precedence over senior names not on the Lists, this case

need not have been referred to the Commission."
Kraus: "As the generic name Xyleborus has already been

placed on the Official List and thus must be used in any case, I

doubt if it is really necesary to suppress the senior subjective

synonym Phloeotrogus.
"

Nye: "I abstain from voting as there are two problems in this

case, only one of which has been discussed. We are being asked to

permanently suppress Phloeotrogus Motschulsky, 1863, as it is

senior to Xyleborus Eichhoff, 1864, a name already on the Official

List. I would agree that Xyleborus should be given precedence over

Phloeotrogus, but by Dr Wood's proposal to permanently suppress

the latter, it cannot then be used for a subgenus. Dr Wood mentions
that the type species of Phloeotrogus belongs to the same sub-

generic group as Ambrosiodmus Hopkins, 1915. Whether or not

Phloeotrogus or Ambrosiodmus should be used at the subgeneric

level is an issue which has been glossed over in the appHcation. I

would prefer to gwt Xyleborus precedence oytr Phloeotrogus when
appUed to the same taxon. Phloeotrogus would then still be

available for use, if required, at the subgeneric level."

Dupuis: "C'est sur Phloetrogus (et non pas sur Xyleborus)
qu'il faut voter. Je vote la suppression de Phloeotrogus uniquement
pour les zoologistes qui considerent ce nom commesynonyme sub-

jectif de Xyleborus s. str."

Bernardi: "Oui, parce qu'il s'agit d'un genre a interet

economique."

NOTEONTHECOURSEADOPTEDIN THEPRESENTOPINION

The question of whether the present case should be reopened
so that the "relative precedence" procedure should be offered as an

alternative was carefully considered. I decided not to do so for the

following reasons. First, Xyleborus is already on the Official List of

Generic Names (No. 1789) and the name of its type species,

Bostrichus monographus Fabricius, 1792 is on the Official List of

Specific Names (No. 2236) as a result of the ruling in Opinion 848
(so that Dr Wood's request regarding the latter was not necessary).
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Secondly, the conservation of a senior generic synonym for use at
subgeneric level, as advocated by Dr Nye and implied in the
comments of Professor Holthuis, Dr Mroczkov^'ski and Professor
Dupuis, seems to me a likely cause of confusion in the future, par-
ticularly where a genus containing a number of species of economic
importance is concerned. Thirdly, as Dr Wood showed, Xyleborus is

amply provided with subjective junior synonyms that are available
for use as subgeneric names, and one of them (Ambrosiodmus) can
be used in place of Phloeotrogus.

When the comments of members of the Commission were
communicated to Dr Wood, he remarked t\\2ii Xyleborus should be
preserved at ahnost any cost, but that Phloeotrogus need not be,
although its preservation for use as a subgeneric name would be
acceptable to him.

Against the view ihdX Phloeotrogus should be preserved is the
view of Mr Heppell and Professor Kraus that names on Official Lists
should be treated as protected against all senior synonyms not
already considered by the Commission. In view of this conflict of
views, it has seemed best to publish the result of the Commission's
vote without further delay.

ORIGINAL REFERENCE

The following is the original reference for a name placed on
an Official Index by the ruling given in the present Opinion:
Phloeotrogus Motschulsky, \S63, Bull Soc. imp. Nat. Moscou, vol.

36: 512.

CERTIFICATE

I certify that the votes cast on Voting Paper (78)28 were cast
as set out above, that the proposal contained in that voting paper
has been duly adopted under the plenary powers, and that the
decision so taken, being the decision of the International Commis-
sion on Zoological Nomenclature, is truly recorded in the present
Opinion No. 1 146.

R.V. MELVILLE
Secretary

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature
London

10 April 1979


